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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 and 3 include the limitation "an axis parallel to and integrally connected 
to the first split" (claim 1 line 3; claim 3 line 5) which is unclear. Is applicant attempting 
to claim a second split ring that has an axis connected to the first split, or a second ring 
connected to the first ring? 

Claim 1 includes the limitation "a gap" (line 7) which is a double inclusion of 
"gaps" (line 5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Henricksen (US 6,712,541), in view of Schmidt-Hansen et al. (H-S - US 6,073,977). 
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Regarding claim 1 , Henricksen (Figure 6) discloses a clamp capable of being 
used for a handlebar on a motorcycle comprising a first split ring (32) capable of 
engaging a fork tube on the motorcycle, a second split ring (33) having an axis parallel 
to and integrally connected to the first split ring, with the split rings having independent 
non-planar parallel planar gaps wherein both split rings have a respective locking 
portion (the flanges through which the bolts pass) integral with the split ring having a 
bolt aperture (several each) through the locking portions, and two bolts (inherent to the 
function of the clamp, but not shown) for extending through the locking portion apertures 
for engaging the threads of the locking portion wherein the bolt apertures have bores 
with parallel axes to adjust the size of gap between the locking portions and tightening 
or loosening the first split ring on the fork tube of the vehicle and tightening or loosening 
the second split ring on a handlebar. 

Henricksen fails to disclose an arrangement for clamping the split rings, which 
includes cylindrical posts insertable into the locking portions of the split rings, and 
through which the bolt is attached. 

H-S teaches a split ring clamping arrangement (as shown in Figure 3) in which a 
locking portion integral with the split ring has a first post aperture and a second post 
aperture, one on either side of a gap in the split ring, and a bolt aperture (shown by the 
positioning of bolt 6) through the locking portions, a first post having a smooth wall 
aperture (at 5a) there through and a second post having an aperture with a threaded 
wall (at 4a) there through, and a bolt (6) for extending through the locking portion 
apertures and the posts for engaging the threads of the second post to adjust the size of 
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gap between the locking portions. This arrangement is taught as useful to distribute the 
clamping load over the entire split ring (column 2 lines 51-56). Accordingly it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention, 
to modify the arrangement as disclosed by Henricksen to include a clamping 
arrangement for the purpose of evenly distributing the clamping load as taught by H-S. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Henricksen (US 6,712,541) and Schmidt-Hansen et al. (H-S - US 6,073,977), as 
applied to claim 1, above, and further in view of Tsai (EP 0388540). 

Regarding claim 2, Henricksen in view of Schmidt-Hansen results in a clamp but 
fails to disclose a handlebar having an L-shape with a column for engaging the second 
split ring and a hand grip portion extending perpendicularly from the column. 

Tsai teaches the use of a handlebar having an L-shape with the handgrip portion 
extending perpendicularly from the column (7) for the purpose of allowing a person to 
steer the vehicle on which the handle bar is mounted and allow easy transportation and 
handling (column 1 lines 24 and 25). Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention, to modify the arrangement of 
Henricksen in view of Schmidt-Hansen to include a handgrip portion extending 
perpendicularly from the column for the purpose of allowing a person to steer the 
vehicle on which the handle bar is mounted and allow easy transportation and handling 
as taught by Tsai. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Mills whose telephone number is 571-272- 
81 15. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel P. Stodola can be reached on 571-272-7087. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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2/20/2007 
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